SCIENCE, LIBERTY AND PEACE
ing gun was a match for the muskets of the soldiery, and
a barricade made of overturned carts, sandbags and pav-
ing stones was a sufficient protection against cavalry and
muzzle-loading cannon. After a century of scientific and
technological progress no weapons available to the masses
of the people can compete with those in the arsenals con-
trolled by the ruling minority. Consequently, if any
resistance is to be offered by the many to die few, it must
be offered in a field in which technological superiority
does not count. In countries where democratic institu-
tions exist and the executive is prepared to abide by the
rules of the democratic game, the many can protect them-
selves against the ruling few by using their right to vote,
to strike, to organize pressure groups, to petition the
legislature, to hold meetings and conduct press campaigns
in favour of reform. But where there are no democratic
institutions, or where a hitherto democratic government
declines any longer to abide by the rules of the game, a
majority which feels itself oppressed may be driven to
resort to direct action. But since science and technology,
in conquering nature have thereby enormously increased
the military and police power of the ruling few, this direct
action cannot hope for a successful outcome, if it is
violent; for in any armed conflict, the side which has the
tanks, planes and flame-throwers cannot fail to defeat the
side which is armed at the very best only with small arms
and hand grenades.
Is there any way out of the unfavourable political situa-
tion in which, thanks to applied science, the masses now
find themselves ? So far only one hopeful issue has beea
discovered. In South Africa and, later, in India, GandK
and his followers were confronted by an oppressive gov-
ernment armed with overwhelming military irtigjbt.